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thc areas drc  located within thc stdle, conditioncd upon the FCC approving the use of the smaller 

arcd\. 

4. Nextcl shall file a revised lis1 of rural areas for which it is seeking ETC status by October 

31, 2003. i f  the llst attached to this order i q  inaccurate. The revised list shall use the same format 

ds the attachinent. 

5. Nextcl must request thal the FCC approve the use of an area smaller than  the entire 

lerritory of certain rural telephone companies (listed in an attachment to this order) when 

granting ETC qLa~us in (hose areas 

h If the FCC does not approve Ihe use of areas smaller than the entire territory of a rural  

telephonc company when granting ETC status i n  those areas, then the conditional grant of ETC 

stiltus in this order is void. 

7 Nextel shall  not apply lor slate USF wpporl. I1 it ever does file for such support, the 

state eligihility rcquireinents for, and obligations ot ETC status, shall  immediately apply to it. 

8. Based on the affidavit o f  Donald J .  Manning, Vice President and General Councel, 

Ncxtel is an ETC within the meaning of 47 U.S C. 5 214 (c) and is eligible to receive funding 

purwdnl 10 47 CI.S.C. 8 254 (2). This order constitutes the certification to this effect by the 

Comini\\ion. 
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9. The requesls lor a conre5ted case hearing by CenturyTel, tnc., TDS Telecom Corp., CUB, 

WTSA Small Company Committee, and WSTA lLEC Division are rejected. 

IO. Jurkdicrion is maintained. 

Dated at Madison, Wisconsin, 

Bv 1hc Commission: 

Lynda L. Dorr 
Secrelary to the Commission 

I .LD PI<I c d ~  C \DOCUME- I\achpht;LOCAL.S- I\Temp:Mt.raS;1ve\808I-T1-I01 doc 

See attached Notice of Appeal Rights 
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Notice of Appeal Rights 

Notice IS hereby given that a person aggrieved by the foregoing 
decision has the righl to file a petition for judicial review as 
providcd in Wis. Stat. 8 227.53. The petillon must be riled within 
3 0  days  after the date of mailing of this decision. That date is 
shown on the first page. If there is no date on the first page, the 
dale of inailiny is shown immediately above the signature line. 
The Public Service Commission of Wisconsin must be named as 
icspondent i n  the petition for judicial review. 

Notice is further given thai, i f  the foregoing decision is an order 
lollowing a proceeding which is a contested case as defined in 
WIS. Stat. 5 227 U l ( 3 ) ,  a person aggrieved by the order has the 
further righi to file one petition for rehearing as provided in  WIS. 
Stat. 5 227.4Y. The petition mu?( be filed within 20 days of the 
date of mailing of this decision 

If ihis decision is  an order after rchearing, a person aggrieved who 
wishes to appeal must seek judicial review rather than rehearing. 
A second petition for rehearing I< not an option. 

Thi< general notice I< for the purpose of ensuring compliance with 
Wis. Stat. $ 227.48(2), and  does not constitute a conclusion or 
adniisvon that any  particular parry or person 15 necessarily 
aggrieved or that any  parlicular decision or order is final or 
judicially reviewable. 

Revised 91281% 
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APPENDIX A 

This proceeding IS not a contesied 
caw undcr  Wis. Stal. Ch. 227, Lherefore 
there are no parties to be linled or certified 
under Wis. Stat. 9 227.47. However, a n  
inve\ligation was conducted dnd the persons 
Ii5ted below participated. 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
OF WISCONSIN 
(No1 a party, but must be served) 
6 10 North Whitney Way 
P.O. Box 7854 
Madison, WI 53707-7854 

MS STEPHANIE L M O T  ATTY 
REINHART BOERNER VAN 
DEUREN 
PO BOX 2018 
MADISON WI 53701-2018 

M R  P E I E R  L GARDON 
REINHART BOERNER VAN 
DEUREN 
PO BOX 201X 
MADISON WI 53701-2018 

M R  NICK LESTER 
WSTA 
6002 NORMANDY LN 
MADISON WI 53719 

MR BRUCE C REUBER 
INTERSTATE TELCOM 
CONSULTING INC 
PO BOX 668 
HECTOR MN 55342-0668 

MR LARRY L LUECK 
NSIGHT 
TELSERV ICESiNORTHEAST TEL 
CO 
PO BOX 19U7Y 
GREEN BAY W154307-907') 

MR JUDD A GENDA ATTY 
AXLEY BRYNELSON LLP 
2 E MIFFLIN ST STE 200 
MADISON WI 53703 

MS K I M  E LOEHR 
CULLEN WESTON PINES AND 
BACH LLP 
122 W WASHlNGTON AVE 
SUITE 900 
MADISON, WI 53703 

M R  JORDAN J .  HEMAIDEN 
MICHAEL BEST AND 
FREIDRICH LLP 
P 0 BOX 1806 
MADISON, W I  537oi-i806 

MR JOSEPH P WRIGHT 
STAFFORD ROSENBAUM LLP 
P 0 BOX 1784 
MADISON, WI 53701-1784 

BRENT G EILEFSON ESQ 
LEONARD, STREET AND 

150 SOUTH FIFTH STREET 
SUITE 2300 

DEINARD PA 

MINNEAPOLIS MN 55402 
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APPENDIX B 

Rural Operating Companies for which Nextel requests ETC certification for the entire 
service territory: 

Arnlierqt Tel Co. 
Badger Telecom, Inc. 
6a ) l and  Tel. Co 
Bclmont Tel. Co. 
Bloomer Tel. Co. 
Bonduel Tel. Co. 
Bruce Tel Co., lnc. 
Chibardun Tcl. Co-op. 
Citizens Tel Co-op. - Wis. 
Cochrane Tcl. Co-op. 
Cuba City txchange Tel. Co. 
Dickeyvillc Tel. Co. 
CenturyTel of the Midwest ~ Kcndall 
CcnturyTel of Wisconsin ~- Fairwater- 

CkirluryTel of Wicconhin - Forestville 
CenturyTel of Wisconsin - Liirsen- 

CenturyTcl of Monroe County, LLC 
EaKoas t  Telecom, Inc. 
I'iiriners Independent Tel. Co. 
Farmers Tel. Co. of Wis. 
Fronlier Communications - Mondovi 

Brandon-AI to 

Readfield 

Fronntier Communications ~ Viroqua 
Frontier Communications - Wisconsin, Inc. 
Grantland Telecom, Inc. 
Hillsboro Tel. Co. 
lndianhead Tel. Co. 
Lakefield Tel. Co. 
Lemonweir Valley Tel. Co. 
Manawa Tel. Co. 
Marquelte-Adam Tel. Co-op. 
Mosinee Tel. Co. 
Nelson Tel. Co-op. 
Northeast Tel. Co. 
Siren Tel. Co., Inc. 
Stockbridge & Sherwood Tel. Co. 
Telephone USA of Wisconsin, LLC 
Tcnney Tel. Co. 
Tri-County Tel. Co-op. 
Union Tel. Co. 
Vernon Tel. Co-op. 
Waunakee Tel. Co. 
West Wisconsin Tel. Co-op. 
Wittenberg Tel. Co. 
Wood County Tel. Co. 
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Rural Operatine Companies for which Nextel requests ETC certification for individual 

exchanees. but not the whole service territory: 

CenturyTel of the Midwest - Wisconsin Casco 
Coleman 
Freemont 
Goodman 
Harmony 

Boyd 
Cadott 
Chetek 
De Forest 
Poynette 

CcniuryTel of the Midwest ~ W1/ Norihwest 

Scandinavia Tel. Co. Iola 

CcnturyTel of Northwest Wisconsin, LLC 

CcnturyTel of Northern Wisconsin, LLC 

Lake Nebagamon 

Gilman 
Holcombe 
Jim Falls 

CciiiuryTel ot Central Wis. Alma Center 
Arcadia 
Augusta 
Bangor 
Black Creek 
Black River Falls 
Centerville 
Cleghorn 
Denmark 
Fairchild 
Fall Creek 
Fountain City 
Galesville 

Platteville 
Shell Lake 
Thorp 
Wayside 
Weyauwega 

Ripon 
Tomah 
Warrens 
Wild Rose 

Holrnen 
Luxemburg 
Merrilan 
Mindoro 
New Franken 
Osseo 
Pickett 
Rosendale 
Seymour 
Shicoton 
Trernpelaeu 
Wautoma 
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Date Mailed 

BEFORE THE 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF WISCONSIN 

Application of United States Cellular Corporation for Designation 
as  d n  Eligible Telecommunications Carrier in  Wisconsin 

8225-TI-102 

FINAL DEClSlON 

This is the  final decision in this procceding to determine whether to designate United 

States Cellular Corporation (US Cellular) a \  a n  Eligible Telecommunications Carrier (ETC), 

purwanl lo 17 U.S.C. 5 214(c)(2) and Wix. Admin. Code 5 160.13. Designation as an  ETC 

make5 ii provider eligible to receive universal service fund (USF) monies. 

Introduction 

US Cellular filed a n  application for ETC devgnation i n  November 2001. Staff requested 

clartfic'ltion of some parts of the application, and U S .  Cellular filed an amendment to the 

dpplic;ltion on January 14, 2002. The Commission iswed a Notice of Proceeding, Investigation 

and Assewnent of Costs and Request tor Comments on March 5,2002. The applicant, and 

various parties to the docket,jointly submitted a request to delay the filing of comments to allow 

the applicant to respond to staff data requests and to allow Lhe other parties an opportunity to 

review those responscs. That request was granted. Parties filed comments on J u l y  1, 2002, and 

tepl) comments on Ju ly  22, 2002. The Commission discussed this matter at its November 7, 

2002 open meeting. 

US Ccllular requested ETC dcsigiiation for the southcrn half of Wisconsin, plus the Door 

Couilly Peninsula The territories for which ETC designation is requested are served by 

Anlerikch, Ver tmn and several r u r a l  telecommunicdtions carriers, 
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Findings of Fact 

I The wireless industry. its cuxtoiiiary practices, its usual customer base and US 

C'cllular's desire not to obtain state USF money create a n  unusual situation. 

2. I t  is reasonable to adopt differeiit ETC eligibility rcquirements and obligations Cor 

US Cellular 

3 .  I t  is reasonable to require US Cellular to meet only the federal requirements for 

ETC 5tatus in  order to he eligible for ETC dcsignation. 

4 I t  is reasonable 10 rclieve US Cellular from ETC obligations other than those 

iinpoaed undcr federal law. 

5. I t  is  rea5onahle 10 require that US Ccllular not apply for state USF funds and that 

if i t  ever docs, all stale requirement< for and  ohligdtion< of ETC status shall again be applicable 

to I t  

0. 

7 .  

US Cellular meets thc federal requiremcnts for ETC designation. 

It is i n  the public inlerest to dcsignate US Cellular as a n  ETC i n  certain areas 

wrverl hy rural telephone companies. 

8 .  I t  is rca5onablc to granl US Ccllular ETC status in thc non-rural wire centers 

indicaled i n  i ts  application, to the extent t h a t  the wire centers are located within the state. 

9. I t  is reasonable to grant US Ccllular ETC status in  the areas for which it has 

reqiiested such designation where thc reque<l includes the entire territory of a rural telephone 

company. to the extent such areas arc located withiii thc state. 

IO. I t  is rcasonahle to grant US Cellular ETC status in the areas for which i t  has 

rcqucstetl such designation where the request does not include the entire territory of a rural 

2 



Docket 8225-TI-102 

telephone company, to the exlent lhc areas are located within the state, conditioned upon the 

FCC approving the use of the smaller arcs<. 

Conclusions o f  Law 

The Commission has jurisdiction and authority under Wis. Stats. $5 196.02, 196.218 and 

I90.395 WIS Admin.  Code ch. 160, 47 U.S.C. pi# 214, 254, and other pertinent provisions of the 

Telecommunications Act of 1996, to make the above Findings o l  Fact and to issue this Order. 

Opinion 

ETC stalus was created by the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC"), and 

codified in 47 U.S.C. pi 214(e)(2). Under FCC rules, the state commissions are required to 

dc\ignate providers as ETCs. 1 7  U.S.C. 5 214(e)(2), 47 C.F.R. 5 54.201(b). Designation as an 

ETC I\ required if a provider is to reccive tederal universal \ervice funding. ETC designation is 

al\o required to receive funding from some, h u t  not all, stale universal service programs. 

The FCC establiched a set of minimum criteria that all ETCs must meet. These are 

codified in  the tederal rules. 47 U.S C. 5 214(e)(l), 47 C.F.R. 5 54.101(a). The 1Y96 

relecoiiimunications Act states that 'Sratcs inay adopt regulations not inconsistent with the 

Coinmission's rules to preserve and advance universal service." 47 U S C  5 254(f). A court 

tipheld the states' right to impose addirional conditions on ETCs in  T e x u  O@ce oj P u b k  Utlllty 

CouuwI 1'. bCC, 183 F.3d 393, 418 (5"' Cir 1999). While slates must designate multiple ETCs 

if more than  one provider meets the requirements and requests that status in a non-rural area, i t  

muxt determine thal i t  is in the public interest before decignating more t h a n  one ETC in a rural  

arcii. 47 C.F.R pi 54.201. The Commiscion has already designated one ETC in each rural area. 

In the year 1000, the Commission promulgated rules coveriiig ETC designations and 

requirements in Wisconsin. Wis. Admin. Code $ PSC 160.13. Those rules govern the process 

3 
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for ETC de4gnation and set forth a minimum set of requirements for providers seeking ETC 

dcsignation from the Commission. The application filed by US Cellular asks that i t  be 

dcsigiiiited as a n  ETC for fedcral purposes only.  I t  stales that it is not seeking designation as an 

ETC lor \late purposes and, iherefore, is not required to meet [he additional state rcquirernents. 

Slates must examine Ihc federal requircinenls, but are allowed to create additional 

requirements. Wisconsin has done so. I he C'onimission's requirements for ETC designation 

clariry and cxpaiid upon the more basic FCC rules. There is no provision in the rule for 

dehignation iis a n  ETC for federal purposes only. If a provider seeks lo be designated as a n  ETC, 

i t  must follow the procedures and requircments i n  Wis. Admin. Code 3 PSC 160.13 and, i f  such 

a designation i \  granted, that dcsignation serves to qualify the provider for both state and federal 

univerul service funding. However, Wis. Admin. Code $ 16O.O1(2)(b) provides that: 

Nothing in thin chapter shall preclude special and individual consideration being 
given to exceptional or unusua l  situations and upon due investigation of the facts 
and circumstances involved, the adoption of requirements as to individual 
providers or wrvices that may be lesser, greater, other or different than those 
provided in this chapter 

US Cellular's request tor ETC status presents an unusual situation. The wireless 

iiiduslry, its customary practices. and its usual customer base are quite different than those of 

wireline companics. Addilionally, US Cellular has stated that it has no desire to obtain state USF 

inoney. The Commission finds that under (he particular circumstances of this case, i t  is 

reasoiiahle to adopt different ETC requircments for US Cellular to meet, and to granl ETC status 

to US Cellular with certain limitations. 

Uecau<e US Cellular only wi\hes to obtain federal USF support, the Commission shall 

;idopt the federal requirements for ETC starus as the requirements that US Cellular must meet to 

ohtain ETC status. The federal requireinenls are found in 47 U.S.C. 0 214(e)(l), 47 C.F.R 

4 
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# #  54. IOl(a), 54.405 and 54.411. Further, the Commission relieves US Cellular from ETC 

ohligations other than those impoqed under ledcral law. However, since U S  Cellular will not be 

subject to the state requirements and state obligations, the Commission requires t h a t  US Cellular 

n o t  dpply for state USF moiicy. I1 US Cellular cver doec apply for state USF money, then all of 

the statc requirements for and ohligations ot ETC status shall again be applicable to US 

Cellular.’ 

The Commission finds that US Cellular has mct the requirements for ETC designation; it 

will oller supported service to all cuhtomers in its designation areas and will advertise these 

\ervicc\ In the FCC Declaratory R u l i n g  I n  t h rMu t r r r  ofFederal-Stule Joint Board oti 

Unir~cnul Srrvic.e, Weatern Wirele\c Coiporu/iorr I’rlilion /or I’reemplion VI un Order of the 

Soutlr lluko/u I’irhlrc Ufili/ie\ Cornnii\rion, FCC 00-248 (released 8/10/00), par. 24 (South 

Dakota Decision) the FCC has stated: 

A new entrant can make a reasonable demonstration to the state 
commission of its capability and commitment to provide universal service without 
thc actual provision of the proposed service. There are several possible methods 
for doing so, including, but not limited to. (I) a dcscription of the proposed 
service technology, as supported by appropriate submissions; (2) a demonstration 
of the extent to which the carrier may otherwise be providing telecommunications 
service\ within the state; ( 3 )  a description of the extent to which the carrier has 
cntered into interconnection and resale agreements; or, (4) a sworn affidavit 
\igned by a representative of thc carrier to ensure compliance with the obligation 
to ofrer and advertise Ihe supportcd wrvices. 

If th i s  is sufficient for a new entrant, i t  would \ccm to be even more so for someone who has 

already started tu serve portions of the exchangcs. US Ccllular submitted an affidavit ensuring 

compliiiiice and, a c  mentioned earlier, is not only providing service in other areas of the state but 

i11w 111 parts of the areas for which i t  has requested ETC status. 

’ Thu\. lor  cmnple .  while US Cclluldr mu>\ oltcr d ledcrall) acccpiahlc Lifelinc program, 11 can d y  rcque\t 
Li le l inc t J 5 b  \uppori ai ihc  tcdcrdl Icvc I  

5 
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The Coinmission finds that US Cellular meets the requirement to offer service to all 

rcque<ting customer<. It has stated in i ts  application and comments that i t  will do so. It has 

submitted a n  atfidavit to this effect with its application. Much was made of US Cellular’s 

language stating Lhat i t  will make -cniiiinerciall> reasonable.. efforts to improve coverage and 

\+ill  cspand service if i t  is ”economically reasonable” to do so. Many commenters argued that 

this shows that the applicant will not meel the samc standard that is applied to wireline providers. 

However, this 15 a casc uhere ‘-the dcvil is in the details. 

service programs is to ensure that customers who might iiot otherwise be served at affordable 

rales by a competitive market slill receive service. However, like for wireline companies, access 

to high cost assistance is what helps ensure Lhat service i s  provided. For US Cellular, access to 

high cmt asistance is exactly what  will make expanding service to customers requesting service 

i n  the areas for which i t  is designated as a n  ETC “commercially reasonable” or-‘economically 

kca.;iblc” As thc FCC has said: 

.. 1t is true that the purpose of universal 

A new entrant, once designated as ail ETC, is required, as the incumbent IS 

required, to exlend its network to x r v e  iiew customers upon reasonable request. 
South Dakota Decirion, par. 17. 

US Cellular, like wireline ETCs, must fu l f i l l  thi5 mandate, and access to high cost hnding is 

what will help make doing so possible. The issue of-dead spots” is not significantly different 

from a LEC ETC that does nor have i t \  own lines in a portion of an exchange, perhaps a newly 

developed area. After obtaining a rcasonablc request for service, the LEC is required to find a 

way  to offer service, either through extending it.; own facilities or other options. So too, US 
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Cellular iiiusl bc given a reasonable opportunity to providc service to requesting customers, 

whether through expansion of its own facilities or some othcr method.' 

us Cellular has  d l S 0  statcd in its affidavit, application and comments that i t  will advertise 

Ihe designated services as required under 47 U.S.C. 5 214(e)(l)(B), including the availability of 

low income programs 

Other objections to US Cellular's designation focus on an alleged inability to meet 

certain additional stale requirement5 in Wis. Admin. Code 5 PSC 160.13. These are moot, 

howcvei. sincc the Commission has adopted different requirements for US Cellular. 

Some of the exchanges for which US Cellular seeks ETC status are served by non-rural 

ILFC5 hmcritech and Verizon. Under Wis. Admin. Code 9: 160.13(3) and 47 U.S.C. § 

25 l(e)(2). the Commission must dc5ignate multiple ETCs in areas served by such non-rural 

compdniex. However, the Commision may only designate multiple ETCs i n  an area served by a 

rural company i f  designating more than onc ETC is in  the public interest. Some of the exchanges 

for which US Ccllular seek\ ETC \tatus are served by rural telephone companies. 

Thc Commission finds thar de\ignating US Cellular as a n  additional ETC i n  these areas IS 

i n  Ihc public interest. In 11s determination, the Commission is guided by the Wis. Stat. 

$106.03(6) factors to consider when making a public interest determination: 

(a) Promotion and preservation of competition consistent with ch. 133 and 

(b) Promolion of consumer choice. 
(c) lmpact on the qual i ty  of l i fe  for Ihc public, including privacy 

(d) Promotion of universal servicc. 
(e) Promotion of economic development, including telecommunications 

infrastructure deployment. 
(0 Promotion of efficiency and productivity. 

s. 196.219. 

considerations. 

' US Ccllular rneniinns meeting [his rcquiremcni lhrirugh use (it 115 own faciliiie, use of unhundled netwnrk 
clcnic i i is  and/or r c d e  I(_ i f  plan\ io rescll w r e l m c  scrwcc II will, nlcourse, habc 10 apply in lhis Commission Tor 
ccr I i l i Ld i ion  a \  rl rc\cIIcr o r  c ~ i r n p c ~ i l i v c  loca l  cxchangc carrier 

7 



D ~ c k e I  ti225 -TI - 102 

(g) Promotion of telecominunications services in geographical areas with 
diverse income or racial populations. 

The Commission finds that designating US Cellular as an ETC in  areas served by 

rurdl companies will iiicrease competition i n  those areas and, so, will increase consumer choice. 

While i t  is true that US Cellular i s  currenily serving i n  at least some of these areas, the 

ava i la l~ i l i t y  of high cost support for infrastructure deployment will allow US Cellular to expand 

its availability in  these areas. Further, designation of another ETC may spur ILEC infrastructure 

deploymcnr and encourage further etficieiicies and productivity gains. Additional infrastructure 

deployment, additional consumer choices, the effects of competition, the provision of new 

techiiologie\, a mobility option and increascd local calling areas will benefit consumers and 

improve the quality of life for affected citizens of Wixonsin. As a result, the Commission finds 

that i t  is in the public interest to designate US Cellular as an ETC in the areas served by rural 

telephone companies for which it has requested such designation. 

The areas for which US Cellular is granted ETC status vary. Wis. Admin. Code § 

Ih0.13(2) states that the areas i i i  which a provider shall bc designated as a n  ETC depend on the 

nature of the ILEC serving that area. If the ILEC is a non-rural telephone company, the 

designation area is the II,EC's wire center. The FCC has urged states not to require that 

competitive ETCs be required to offer service in the entire territory of large ILECs. I t  has found 

that such a requirement could be a barrier to entry. Report und Order rn h e  Matter of F'ederul- 

.Sruic./oin/ Bourd on Ciniier.wl Srr iw e, FCC 97- 157 (released 5/8/97) pars. 176-177 (First 

Report and Order). Wisconsin's rule provision resolves this federal concern. As a result, US 

Cellular is gr;lnted ETC status i n  the Ameritech and Verizon wire centers for which i t  requested 

\uch \talus, to the exlent (hat wch wire ccnters are located within the state. 

ti 
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Wis. Admin. Code 9: lh0.13(2) provides that if the ILEC is a rural  telephone company the 

ETC dr4giiation area is different. For an area served by a rural telephone company, the 

designallon area is generally rhe entirc territory (study area) of that rural  company. A smaller 

deqignalion area is prohibited unless the Commission designates and thc FCC approves a smaller 

area 1 7  C.F R .  4 54 207(b). U S  Cellular's application contained a list of rural telephone 

coinpany arcas for which i t  requested ETC status. The list contained a number of inaccuracies 

wh~ch make determining whether i t  is seeking t h a t  status i n  the entire territory of some non-rural 

conipaiiiea difficult. The Commission has prepared an attachment showing the rural areas for 

which i t  believes US Cellular is seeking ETC status. I f  this list is not accurate, US Cellular is 

ordercd to submit IO the Commission a revised list, iii the same format a5 the attachment lo thls 

ordcr, by Jaiiuary 2, 2003. 

The Commission also grant\ ETC statu$ to US Cellular in the areas for which i t  is 

weking designation lor the enlire territory of a rural telephone company, to the extent that such 

exchaiigea art' locdted within the btdte. Finally, where US Cellular is asking for ETC designation 

i n  wme. but no1 all, parts of the territory oi a rural  telephone company, the Commission 

condilioiially grants ETC status i n  the areas for which US Cellular has requested such 

de$ignation. to the extent that such exchangcs are located within the state. However, US Cellular 

inust apply to the FCC for approval of the use or a smaller area in such a designation. 47 C.F.R. 

4 5 1  2O7(c)( 1 ). If the FCC approves use ofthe smaller area. then US Cellular's ETC status for 

the smallcr area(s) becomes effective. If the FCC does not approve use of the smaller area(s), 

then I,iS Cellular's conditional ET( sratus for such an area i s  void. In such a case, I ~ U S  Cellular 

determine\ tha t  i t  then wants to apply for ETC ?tatus in  the entire territory of the rural company, 

11 may w b m i l  a new application requesting such desigiiation. 

9 
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The Cornmiwon granls this conditional status after having considered the changing 

market and the reason why the limitations on ETC designation i n  rural  areas was created. 

Originall) therc mere concerns about "cherry picking" or "cream skimmlng." At that time the 

USF wpporl wiis averaged acroqs all lines served by d provider within its study arca. The per 

line suppori was the same throughout the s tudy arca. The concern was that competitive 

coinpanics inighl ask for ETC designation in rhe parts of a rural company's territory that cost less 

to wrvc. I t  could thereby receive the averaged fcdcral h igh  cost assistance while only serving 

the low c o h t  areas of the territory, while thc ILEC received federal high cost assistance but had to 

wrve thc cntire lerrilory, including the high cost areas. First Report and Order, par. 189. As a 

rewlt. thc FCC tound thal, unless otherwise approved by both the state and the FCC, a 

coinpetitor seeking ETC status in the lerritory of a rural company must commit to serving the 

cnlire terrilory. Fir\t Report and Ordcr, par 189. 

However, since that time the USF tunding mechanisms have changed. Currently, a 

coinpelilive ETC gets the same amount of federal high cost assi\tance per line as the I L K .  An 

I L K  has the oplion lo larget the federal high cost assistance i t  receives so that i t  receives more 

USF money per line i n  the part\ of the territory where i t  cost5 more to provide service, and less 

federal USF money in the parts of the territory where it costs less to provide service. I n  the 

Mutrer ofMit/fi-A.\.\oc.iulion Croup (MAG) Plan, FCC 01.157 (released 5/23/01), par. 147. 

(MAG Order) Since the competitive ETC receives the same per line amount as the ILEC, if it 

choows 10 only serve the lower cos1 parts of the terrilory !hen i t  receives only the lower amount 

of  federal LJSF inoncy. As a result. as recognized by the FCC, the concerns about "cherry 

plckiny" and "crcam skimming" are large11 moot. In  /he Murter ofReconsrderutron of We.~tenl 
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CI l w I c \  \ ('orportr~~on ',Y l l<~.~rgnu/iot~ LI.Y on Elrgihle Telrromnzunicu/ions Currier in  ihe S/u/e of 

Wyourrng, FCC 01-3 I I (releaxed 10/16/01), par. 12. 

I n  the MAG Order, rural lclephonc companies were given the opportunity to choose a 

disaggregation and targeting method or to no1 disaggregate and target USF support. MAG Order, 

pars. 117-154. Companie5 were allowed to choose one of three targeting paths. Some o f  the 

coinpanies in whose territory US Cellular i s  seeking ETC designation chose Path One (no 

targetiiig) and rome chose Path Three (targeting). If a competitive ETC i s  named in a l l  or part of 

thc wrvice territory of a rural company, that company may ask the Commission to allow i t  to 

choow another Path The FCC believed thai state involvement i n  path changes gave competitors 

wine certainly as to the amount of per l i ne  support available while preventing a rural company 

from choo\iiig or moving to a difterent path for anti-competitive reasons. MAG Order, par. 153. 

Some of the companies i n  whose territory US Cellular is  seeking ETC designation have 

disaggregated and targeted USF support, and some have not. However, the Commission may 

allow a company to change paths when a competitive ETC is  designated in a rural company's 

lcrrilory. 

Order 

I .  US Cellular is granted ETC status in the non-rural wire centers indicated in i ts  

dpplication, to the extent the wire ceiiters arc located within the state. 

2. US Cellular i s  granted Cellular ETC \tatus in the areas for which i t  has requested such 

dcsignation where the reque\t includes the entire territory of a rural telephone company, to the 

extent the areas dre located within the \[ale. 



3. US Cellular is granted ETC status iii  the areas for which it has requested such designation 

wlierc Ihc request does not include the entire territory o f a  rural telephone company, io the extent 

thc area\ are located within the slate, conditioned upon the FCC approving the use of the smaller 

arcas. 

4 US Cellular shall file a revised list of rural  areas for which i t  i s  seeking ETC status by 

J a n u a r y  2, 21)03 i f  the list attached lo this order is inaccurate. The revised list shall use the same 

format a i  the attachment. 

5 US Cellular must request thai the FCC approve the use of an area smaller than the entire 

territory of certain rural telephone companies (listed in an attachment to this order) when 

grdnting ETC slatus i n  thosc areas. 

0. It the FCC does not approve [he u\e o f  areas smaller than the entire territory of a rural 

lclephone company when granting ETC status in  those areas. then the conditional grant of ETC 

slatuk in this order is void. 

7. US Celliilar shall not apply Cor 5tate USF support, If i t  ever does file for such support the 

starc eligibility requirements t o r  and obligations of ETC status shall immediately apply to it. 

8.  Jurisdiclion is maintained. 

Dated at Madison, Wisconsin, 

By thc Commi\sion: 

Lynda L Dorr 
Secretdry to the Commission 

PRJ:g.\order\periding\X225-Tl- IO2 
See attached Norice of Appeal Rlghts 
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Notice of Appeal Rights 

N o ~ e  is hereby given that a person aggrieved by the foregoing 
decision has the right to file a petition for judicial review as 
provided in Wis. Stat. 6 227.53. The petition must be filed within 
30 days after the date of mailing of this decision. That date is 
shown on the first page If there is no date on the first page. the 
date of mailing IS  shown immediately above the signature line. 
'The Public Service Commission of Wisconsin must be named as 
respondent i n  the petition for judicial review. 

Nolice is further given that, i f  the foregoing decision is an order 
following a proceeding which is a contested case as defined in 
Wis. Stat. 5 227.01(3), a person aggrieved by the order has the 
further right tu file one petition lor rehearing as provided in Wis. 
Stat. 
date o f  mailing of this decision. 

I f  this decision is an order after rehearing, a person aggrieved who 
wishes to appeal must s w k  judicial review rather than rehearing. 
A second petition for rehearing is not an option. 

This general notice is for the purpose of ensuring compliance with 
Wis. Stat. 6 227 48(2), and does not conwtute a conclusion or 
admission that any particular party or person i s  necessarily 
aggrieved or thal any particular decision or order IS  final or 
judicially reviewable. 

Kevised 9/28/98 

227.49. The petition must be filed within 20 days of the 
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APPENDIX A 

Thls proceeding is noL a contested case under Wis. Stat. Ch. 227, therefore there are no 
parlie5 to he l ialed or certified under W k .  Stat. 5 227.47. However, an investigation was 
conduckd and (he persons li\ted brlow participated. 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF WISCONSIN 
(Not a party, but must be served) 
010 North Whitncy Way 
P.O. BCIX 7854 
Madison, Wl 53707-7854 

MS STEPHANIE L MOTT AITY 
REINHART BOERNER VAN DEUREN 
PO BOX 2018 
MADISON WI 53701-2018 

MR NICK LESTER 
WSTA 
6602 NORMANDY LN 
MADISON WI 53719 

MR BRUCE C REUBER 
INTERSTATE TELCOM CONSULTING INC 
PO BOX 668 
HECTOR MN 553424668 

M R  CHARLES A HOFFMAN 
MASLON EDELMAN BORNER BRAND LLP 
90 S SEVENTH ST #3300 
MINNEAPOLIS M N  5.5402-4140 

M R  LARRY L LUECK 
NSIGHT TELSERVICESiNORTHEAST TEL CO 
PO BOX 19079 
GREEN BAY WI54307-9079 

14 



Docbel X225-'T'I-102 

MR JUDD A GENDA ATTY 
AXLEY BRYNELSON LLP 
2 E MlFFLlN ST STE 200 
MADISON W I  53703 

MS LISA VOLPE 
AT&T WIRELESS 
I150 CONNECTICUT AVE NW 4TH FL 
WASHINGTON DC 20036 
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APPENDIX B 

Exchanges Served by Rural Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers 
for which ETC Status was Requested 

Rural Lncumbent LEC 
Amhcrst Telcphone 
Compaiy 

~~~ Belmont Telephone Co. 
Bergen Telephone Co. 
Black Earth Tdlephone 
CO. 
Burlinglon, Brighton and 
Whe;rlland Tel. Co. 
Ceiitral Stale Tzlephone 
CO. 

CenLuryTel of I’airwater 
Brdiidon Alto, LLC 

~~~ ~~~ ~ ~ _ _ _ _ _  

~~ 

p)l(L 

LLC p 5 0 )  
CenturyTel of Forcstville, 

CenluryTel of Central 
~~ ~~~ 

Wi<consin. LLC (2055) 

Exchanges for which ETC 
Status WAS Requested 

Amherst, Custer, Rosholl, 

__ Belmont 

Black Earth 

BohnersLake, Wheatland 

Auburndale, Junction City, 
Lindsey. Neccdah, Pittwille, 
Vesper, 
Brandon 

Bergen __ 

__ -~ 
Brussels, Fore\tville, Little 

Alma Ccnter, Arcadia, 
Argyle, Bangor, Black 
Creek, Black River Fal ls,  
Uentoii‘ ‘, Blair, Ceniervillc, 
Darlington, Denmark, 
Ettrick, Fairchild, Fountain 
City, Gale\ville. Gratiot, 
Holmen, Hixton, Kingston, 
Luxemburg, Markewn, 
Melrose, Mcrrillan, Mindoro, 
Montforl, Muscoda, New 
Franklin, Nichols, Osseo, 
Pickett, Rosendale, Seymour, 
Shiocton, Shullsburg, Taylot, 
Trcinpealeau, Wautoma, 
Whitehall. Wiola 

- Sturgeon . 

Exchanges for which ETC 
Status WAS NOT 

Requested 
(none) 

none) 
none) 

(none) 

(none) 

Cranmoor, Mill Creek 

(none) 

(none) 

Augusta, Clcghorn, Fall 
Creek 
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CcnturyTel of the 
Midwest ~ Kendall, LLC 

I ( 2 X l 5 )  

L- 

Cen turyTel of Monroe 

CenturvTel of 1,drsen- 
C o u n l ~  LLCJ3810) 

~ _ _ ~  

Readfield. - LLC (3070) 
CenturyTel of Southern 
Wisconsin, LLC (4590) 
Century-Tel of the 
Midwest ~ Wi\consin, 

. ~ . . ~ _ _ _ _  

LLC (4260) 

~~~ 

CeiiruryTel of Wisconsin. 
LLC ( 2 9 3 L  

rclecommunications 
Company. of Illinois 
Cochrane Cooperative 
Telc@ie Company 
?& V a G t  Farmer< 

- ~~~ 

< _ .  ittrcn'a 

rclcphorie Compan 
Cuba - C i t y  Tclephoi: 
,omEv 
Dickeyville Telephone 
~. 

Exchanges for which ETC 
Status WAS Requested 

Baraboo, Berlin, Green Lake, 
Kendall, Mazomanic, North 
Freedom, Princeton, Red 
Granite 

-___.___ 
Cashton. Cataract, Norwalk, 
- Ontario, Sparta, Wilton 
Larsen, Readfield 

Cambria, Fall River, Fox 
Lake, Rio, Randolph 
Avocd, Boscobcl, Casco'. 
DeForc5r, Delafield, 
Dousman, Eagle, Easl Troy, 
F o o t v ~ l l e ~ ,  Fremont' ', 
Genesee, liazel GreenP, 
Highland, Milton'", Mt. 
Zion, Mukwanago, Ncskoro, 
North Prairie, Plattcville', 
Poynctte, Poysippi' M, Ripon, 
Sleuben, Sullivan, Tomah, 
Warrens, Waysidew, 
Weyawega', Wild Rose, 
Wonewoc 
Onalaska; Lacrosse. West 
Salem, 
East Dubuquc 
~- 

~~ ~ _ _  
Chochrane, Waumiindee 

Coon Valley, Chaseburg, 
Stoddard 
Cuba City 

~~ 

Dickeyvillc 

Exchanges for which ETC 
Status WAS NOT 

Requested 
Ashland, Bayfield, Cornell, 
Hurley, Saxon, Ladysmith, 
Marinette, McAl lister, 
Oconto, Oconto Falls, 
Peshtigo, Stanley, John, 
Pattison, Washburn 
(none) 

(none) 

(none) 

Amberg, Boyd, Cadott, 
Chetek, Coleman, Crivitz, 
Cumberland,, Goodman, 
Harmony, Lena, Pembine, 
Sarona, Shell Lake, Spooner, 
Thorp, Turtle Lake, Twin 
Bridge, Wausaukee 

(none) 

Fairplay 

(none) 

(none) 

(none) 

(none) 
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Exchanges for which ETC 
Status WAS Requested 

Cleveland, Collins, 
Howard’s Crow. St. 
Nazianz, Valders 
Beetown, Cassville, 
Lancaster. Potosi 
Mondovi 

Bear Creek, C l i i ~ n v i l l e ,  
Marion, Tlgerion 
Viroqua 

~. 

1 Rural Incumbent LEC 
1 Ea5tCoast Telccom, [ne. 

Exchanges for which ETC 
Status WAS NOT 

Requested 
(none) 

(none) 

(none) 

Bowler, Cecil, Gresham, 
Keshena, Neopit, Shawno 
(none) 

~- 1 Farmers Telephone Co. 

1 Frontier Communicationr 
ol Mondovi, Inc. .. . 

Froniier Communications 
o l  Wisconsin, Inc. 
Froiilier Communicaitons 

~~~ 

I 

i-. of Viroqua, Inc 
! Graiitland Telecom, Inc. 

Woodman, 
Hillshoro 
Cazenovia, La Valle 

Newton, Newtonburg 

__- Hillsboro Telephone Co. 
La Valle Telephone 

Lakeiield Telephone 
Company 
Lemonweir Valley 

Manawa Telephone 
Company 
Marquerte-Adam 
Telephone Cooperative, 
Inc. 

- Cooqcrdtive, .~ Inc. 

- Telephone Co. 

-. -~ 

-. 

k & P I a i n s  Telephone, 

(none) 
(none) 

(none) 

~~ 

I Inc. 
k t . - H o r c b  Telephone Co. 
-;&-Telephone 

Manawa,  Ogdcnsburg 

Coo erative 

Richland Grant 
PFt Tclephonc Co. 

(none) 

Scandinavia Telephone 

p~ 

Brooks, Endevor, Oxford, 
Packwaukee, 

Cross Plains, Middleton 

MI. Horeh 
Mt. Vernon, New Glarus, 
Verona 
Durand, Gilmanton, Nelson 

_ . _ _ ~ _ _ p ~  

Easton, FCI, Jordan Lake, 

(none) 

(none) 
(none) 

Arkansaw 

Bagley, Bloomington, 
Fennimore, Mount Hope, 

Mill Center, Pulaski, Oneida 
Blue River, B o a ,  Gays 

Krakow 
(none) 

. - 
Camp Dougla\, New L i s b o n -  

Mills. Sabin. Soldier’s G r m e  
Johnson Creek, Reeseville 
lola, Scandinavia I 



Docket 2(22S-TI-102 

1 Rural Incumbent LEC 
Sharon Telcphopne Co. 
Southeast Telephone Co. 
State Long Distance 

Gockhridge & Sherwood 
Telephone Co. 
Telephone USA of 
Wisconsin, LLC 

reicphone co. 

_ _ _ _ _ ~  

renney Tclephone 
, o m p i n y  
rri-County Telephone 

- 
~- 

- ooperstive, Inc. 

Union Tclephonc Co. 
~ 

UTELCO. lnc. 

~ 

Vernon Telephone 
Coop  rat ive 
~- 
Waunakcc Telephone Co. 
Wood Counly Tclephone - 
-0. 

Excbanges for which ETC 
Status WAS Requested 

Sharon 
Waterford, Wind Lake 
Elkhorn 

Hilbert, Stockbridge, Tisch 
Mills 
Eastman, PTrie Du Chein, 
Seneca. Wauzeka 

Alma 

Eleva, Independence, 
Northfield, Pigeon Falls, 
Pleasantville, Strum 
Almond, Coloma, Hancock, 
Plainficld 
Albany, Blanchardville, 
Brownlown, Juda ,  
Monticello, Monroe, South 
Wayne, Woodford 
Desoto, Genoa, La Farge, 
Liberty Pole, Readstown, 
Viola, W e s b ~ ,  Yuha 
Waunakee 
Nekoosa, Port Edwards, 
Rudolph, Wisconsiii Rapids 

Exchanges for which ETC 
Status WAS NOT 

Requested 
(none) 
(none) 
Lauderdale 

Sherwood 

Balsam Lakc, Barrow, 
Birchwood, Boyceville, 
Butternut, Centuria, Colfax, 
Elk Mound, Elmwood, 
Gillett, Glenwood City, 
Glidden, Hayward, Knapp, 
Lakewood, Laona, Maiden 
Rock, Mellen, Park Falls, 
Pepin, Plum City, Prescolt, 
Rice Lake, Saint Croix Falls, 
Spider Lake, Springbrook, 
Stone Lake, Suring, Wabeno, 
Wheeler, Winter. 
(none) 

(none) 

(none) 

(none) 

~ 

(none) 

none) 

In  it’s application, US Cellular incorrectly identified this exchange as being served by 
CenturyTcI oC the Midwest ~ Wisconsin ~ Casco. 
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N I n  1t.s application. US Cellular incorrectly identified this exchange as being served by 
CenturyTel of the Midwest - Wisconsin, Inc.  northwest. 

\I In  i l ' s  application. US Cellular incorrect11 idenlified this exchange as being served by 
CenluryTel of the Midwest ~ Wisconsin ~~ Wayside. 

In it's application. US Cellular incorrectly idcntilied this exchange as being served by I' 

CenturyTel of the Midwest ~ Wisconsin ~~ Platteville. 

In it-s application, US Cellular incorrectly identified this exchange as being served by ( v 

CenturyTel of the Midwest ~ Wisconsin ~ CENCOM Poysippi was identified as Pine Riv (SIC). 

Wire Centers Served by Non-rural Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers 
for which ETC Status was Requested 

Wire Centers served by SBC Ameritech: 

DOMS WITCH 
ALGMWll IRSO 
APPLWIOIDSO 
BELTW IOlDSO 
BFTWWIIIRS1 
BGBNWll lRSO 
BRFDWll I RS3 
BURL W1 I lRSO 
BVDMWlOlDSA 
CDBG WIISDSA 
CLDNW114RSO 
CLMBWlllRSO 
DEPRWll lDSO 
DLVNWIIIRSO 
EVVL W111 RSO 

FTATWll IRSO 
GNBY WIO IDS I 
CNBY W I  1 IDSA 
GN BY W I 1 2DSO 
GNBYWI13DSO 
GNCY Wl12RSO 
GNVLWI 12RSO 
HBTSWll IDSO 

F D U L W I ~ I D S O  

- CITY 
ALGOMA 
APPLETON 
BELOIT 
WAUKESHA 
BIG BEND 
BROOKFIELD 
BU R Ll NGTON 
BEAVER DAM 
CEDARBURG 
CALEDONIA 
COLUMBUS 
DE PERE 
DELAVAN 
EVANSVILLE 
FOND DU LAC 
FTATKINSON 
GREEN BAY 
GREEN BAY 
GREEN BAY 
GREEN BAY 
GENOA CITY 
GREENVILLE 
HUBERTUS 

DOMSWITCH 
HOVLW112RSO 
HRCNWll lRSO 
HRFRWll lRSO 
HRLDWlllDSA 
JCSNWll IDSA 
JFSNWII IRSO 
JNVLWIOIDSA 
JUNEWIIIRSO 
KAUKWlllRSO 
KENOWlOlDSO 
KENOWTIIDSA 
KEWNWIllRSO 
LCHTWlllRSO 
LKGNWIOIDSO 
MDSNWIIIDSO 
MDSN W 112DSO 
MDSNW113DSO 
MDSNWII4DSO 
MDSNWIISDSA 
MDSNW116DSO 
M ILWWl IODSA 
MILWWI12DS2 
MILWWI13DSI 

ClTY 
HORTONVILLE 
HORICON 
HARTFORD 
HARTLAND 
JACKSON 
JEFFERSON 
JANESVILLE 
JUNEAU 
KAUKAUNA 
KENOSHA 
KENOSHA 
KEWAUNEE 
LITTLE CHUTE 
LAKE GENEVA 
MADISON 
MADISON 
MADISON 

MADISON 
MADISON 
MILWAUKEE 
MILWAUKEE 
MILWAUKEE 

MADISON 

20 
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MI LWW116DSO 
M ILWW117DSO 
MILWW122DSO 
tvlILWW123DSO 
MIL W W 125DSO 
MIL W W 127DSO 
MIL WW128DSA 
M ILWWIZODSO 
MI LWW131DSO 
FALLS 
M IL.WW131DSI 
MILWW13KRSI 
MILWW142DSO 
M I  LW W 145DSI 
MI LWWI4XDSA 
MIL. WW 156DSO 
MNFLW132DSA 
FALLS 
MNTWWlOlDSO 
MSKGWIZODSA 
MYVLWlllRSO 
NENHWIIIDSO 
NWBGWlllRSO 
NWLN W IllRSO 
OCN M W I I 1 DSO 
OMROWIIIDSO 
OSHKWIO I DSA 

MILWAUKEE 
MILWAUKEE 
MILWAUKEE 
MILWAUKEE 
HALES CORNERS 
MILWAUKEE 
MlLWAUKEE 
MILWAUKEE 
MENOMONEE 

MILWAUKEE 
MILWAUKEE 
MILWAUKEE 
BROOKFlELD 
MILWAUKEE 
OAK CREEK 
MENOMONEE 

MANITOWOC 
MUSKEGO 
MAY VI LLE 
NEENAH 
NEWBURG 
NEW LONDON 
OCONOMOWOC 
OMRO 
OSHKOSH 

Wire Centers served by Verizon: 

DOM S W ITCH 
APRVl LXARSO 
W RRNILXARSO 
ADMSW IXARSO 
ALNTW IXARSO 
ARENWIXARS3 
BLCY WlXARSl 
B LGM W LXARSO 
BLHRWIXARSO 
BLLNW IXARSO 
BLVLWIXARSO 
BRGVWIXARSO 
BRHDWIXADSO 

ClTY 
APPLE RIVER 
WARREN 
ADAMS 
ALLETON 
ARENA 
BLOOM CITY 
BELGIUM 
BAILEY HARBOR 
BRILLION 
BELLEVILLE 
BRIGG S V ILLE 
BRODHEAD 

PEWKW IllRSl 
PEWKWI40DSO 
PLPRWIIIRSO 
PRSDWIIIDSO ; 
PTW A WIIIRSO 
RACN WIOIDSO 
RACN WlllDSA 
RCMDWlllRSO 
SGTN Wl11 DSO 
S HBY WIO lDSO 
SHFLWI12DSO 
SMRSWlllRSO 
STBYWITTRSO 
STPTWlOlDSO 
STRTWIIIDSO 

UNGVWlllRSO 
VNDN W I IlRSl 
WAPNWIIIRSO 
WBNDWlOlDSO 
W HWRWlllDSO 
WKSHW147DSA 
WMBYWIIIDSA 
WNCNWlllDSO 
WPCA WlllDSO 
WRTWWlllRSO 
WTTWWIOlDSA 

SUSXW146D-1 

DOMSWITCH 
BRKL WIXBRSO 
URSTWIXADSO 
CDGV WlXARSO 
ClTN WlXARSO 
C LTN WlXADSO 
CLYMWIXARLO 
CMBRWIXARSO 
CM PTWIXARSO 
COBB WlXARSO 
CSCDWlXARSO 
CTGVWIXADSO 
DARNWIXADS2 

WAUKESHA 
PEW AUKEE 
PLEAS ANTPR 
KENOSHA 
PRT WASHINGTON 
RACINE 
RACINE 
RICHMOND 
STOUGHTON 
SHEBOYGAN 
SHEBOYCAN FLS 
KENOSHA 
STURGEON BAY 
STEVENS PT 
STURTEVANT 
SUSSEX 
UNION GROVE 
VAN DYNE 
WAUPUN 
WEST BEND 
WHITEWATER 
WAUKESHA 
WILLIAMS BAY 
WINNECONNE 
WAUPACA 
WRIGHTSTOWN 
W ATERTO WN 

CITY 
BROOKLYN 
- 
BRISTOL 
CEDAR GROVE 
CHILTON 
CLINTON 
JUNEAU 
CAMBRIDGE 
CAMPBELLSPORT 
COBB 
CASCADE 
COTTAGE GROVE 
DARIEN 
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DGVL WIXADSO 
DRFDWIXARS I 
EDENWIXARS4 
EC HRWIXARSO 
EGTN WIXADSO 
ELLKWIXARSO 
GNBS WIXARSO 
H LBR W I XARSO 
HODL WIXARSO 
HS FD W IX A RSO 
ITHCW IXARSO 
JCPTWIXARLO 
J HBGWIXARSO 
KIEL WIXARSO 
KWSKW IXARS2 
LBNNW lXARL 
LGVL WIXARSO 
LKML WIXADSO 
LMRG WIXARSO 
LNRKWIXARSO 
LODIWIXARSO 
LOMRW IXARS6 
LY STW IXARLO 
MCF A WIXADSO 
M NCTW IXARSI 
M N  PTW IXARSO 
MPTNW IXARSO 
MRFDW IXADSO 
MRMCWIXARSO 
M RSHWIXARSO 
MS HCW IXARSO 
MSTNWIXADSI 
MTCLWlXARSO 
MTLLWIXARSO 
NESH WIXARSO 

DODGEVILLE 
DEERFIELD 
EDEN 
EGG HARBOR 
EDGERTON 
ELKHART LK 
GREENBUSH 
HILBERT 
HOLLANDALE 
HUSTl S FO R D 
ITHACA 
JACKSONPORT 
JOHNSBURG 
KIEL 
KEWASKUM 
LEBANON 
LOGANVILLE 
LAKE MILLS 
LIME RIDGE 
LONE ROCK 
LODl 
LOMIRA (DODGE) 
LYNDON STA 
MC F ARLAND 
ARKDALE 
MINERAL PT 
OCONOMOWOC 
MARSHFlELD 
MERRIMAC 
MARSHALL 
MlSSlCOT 
MAUSTON 
MOUNT CALVARY 
MONTELLO 
NEOSHO 

NWHLWIXARSO 
OKFD W TXADSO 
ORGNWIXADSO 
OR V LW IXADSO 
OSBGWIARSO 
PDVLWIXARSO 
PLANWIXARS3 
PLMOWIXADSO 
PRTG WIXADSO 
RCCTWIXADSO 
RDBGWIXADSO 
RDVL WIXARSO 
RDWYWIXARSO 
RNLKWIXADSO 
SALM W IXARSO 
SKCYWIXADSO 
SLLKW IXARSO 
SLNGWIXADSO 
SNPRWIXADSO 
SPGRWTXADSO 
SSBYWIXADSO 
STCDWIXARSO 
THRSWIXARS4 
TRVR WlXARSO 
T W LKW IXARSO 
TWRVWIXADSO 
WAlS W lXARSO 
WBKAWlXARSO 
WHLWWIXARSO 
WIDLWIXADSO 
WLWOWIXADSO 
WSFDWIXARSO 
WTRLWIXARSO 
WTW N WlXARSO 

NEW HOLSTEIN 
OAKFTELD 
OR 
0 RFORDV I LLE 
OOSTBURG 
PARDEEVILLE 
PLAIN 
PLYMOUTH 
PORTAGE 
RICHLAND CTR 
REEDSBURG 
REEDSVILLE 
RIDGEWAY 
RANDOM LK 
SALEM 
SAUK CITY 
SlLVER LAKE 
SLINGER 
SUN PRAIRIE 
SPRING GREEN 
SISTER BAY 
ST CLOUD 
THERESA 
TREVOR. 
TWIN LAKES. 
TWO RIVERS. 
WASHINGTON IS 
FREDONIA 
WHITELAW 
WI DELLS 
WALWORTH 
WESTFIELD 
WATERLOO 
WITWEN 
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